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HATIONAL CAPITAL REGIONAL PLANNIRG GOUNCIL
7013 Interior Bullding
fiashingbon, e Ce

CIRCULAR MEMORANDUM NC. 57

DEC © 1955
1012 Houbere, Alternates and Staff
FROMs Paul C. Watt, Directer
SUBJECT & Report on the proposal of the Central Intelligsnce

Agency to locate a new hsedquarters building on ths
Bureau of Public Roads progerty at lengley, Virginis

The Exmscutive Comxittee has directed w2 %o pispare a repart wa-
senting the plsnning considerations as well as an snalyzls of ihe ‘
corsultante ' report recosuenciing the lLangley mite. Since the propesal
referred to tis Couneil rocommersis only the Langley sibte, this raport
will b» concernsd only with that site.

The Exmqutivs Comdttse, ihrough the Cwmiraan, addresasd o lobier
te cach of thw mewbar Jwicdictiona asiing for thedr convents ee Lo tie
affasd of the propodal on their arvas:. This repirt will inslvie tho
statement s received in angwer to those lstiers with particular esphasis
on the repoxt froa Fairfax County within whoen loundaries the propedsi
iratallation would s located.

There s not cufficient tine or fecllities to reproduce the

vaps and disgrams refeered to in the report. They wiil ba discussed
dwing ths mesting when e repart is mroeezented, \
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Buckgroud

The Regional Council first had this matter of a site for a new
headquarters building for ths Central Intelliience Agency referred to
it on darch 11, 1955, 4As the Council has participated in a cansiderable
nunber of studies, reports, and acticns on this subject in the ensuing
nine months, it is important to review briefly what has happened up to
the present proposal as background for this repart,

The initlal referral on March 11, 1955 was g request by the CIA
for consideratimn of a site at lLangley, Virginia., The Council appointed
a three man comittee to mke & report, after conferring with representa-~
tatives of Fairfax County as required by Public law 592, Ths Council staff
vwas directed to study the mtter and repart. lairfex County reported by
resolution of their plannirg coamissian on March 21, 1955 timt CIA be
invited to Fairfax County, not specifioally langley, provided the iederul
Government pay for the necessary public facilitise. The Council steff
subuitted a report on April 1, 1955 setting forth the plannin_ considerse
tins and ralsing certain questions as to the economic feasability of the
proposal, The Council coamittee submitted a mejority report on April 7,
1955 approving the langley site provided the Federal Covernmert would pay
for the necessary public facilities. One member .of the committes submitted
a dissenting statement opposing Langley on planning considerations,

Bafore this report was transaitted to the Planning Commissdan, in
accordance with the law, a letter was received. from CIA dated April 4, 1955,
stating that "in view of the many problems developing in connection with the
use of the Langley property we have decided to omit from the proposed legis-
lation any language which wouiu provide for the extenzion of the George
Washington Ueworial Pariway without which we do not believe use of tie Langley
property would be feasible.* This letter was read at a Joint deoting of the
Council ard the National Capital Planning Commission on April 7, 1955. .A
Joint Comuittee was then appointed Ly tle two bodiea charged with recoomend-
ing elternate sites. A Joint staff couuittee was assigned to vork with :
representatives of the Cia to stwdy potential sites based on criteria to be
determined by the coamittee. The joint staff conmittee agreed on planning
criteria and agency eriteria to be used in anslysing potential sites. Heirings
wore beld whereby anyone with a site f@r cmsideration was heard, inaluding
all ths momber Jurlsdictions, 30 or more sites were studied with 6 meeting
the established ariteria, The Joint Conmittee approved the staff report
and submitted the report to the Council and Conuds sion on May 2, 1955,

" The Councdl and the ‘Commission adopted the oriteria ami the slx sites.
This action will ‘ve discussed later in the reports =
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On lay 4, 1955 Fairfax County amended their previcus action and
announced that CIA would be welcome ami that the oounty governmerd stood
"ready to cooperate fully in all matters under its omn responsibilities.”
Botween thet day 4, 1955 date and November 8, 1955, when the present
ccnsultards proposal was officially referred to the Council by the
Flamning Commissimn a considersble number of reperts ard sctims were
recorded presenting varying viewpoilnts as to sites amd their qualifiosiicns.
An earlier memorardum was distributed presenting a chronology of the
wmaterial received by the Council,

Planning Considerations - General

As your staff director I conaider it my duty to present to you the
planning policies now guiding the Council end relate the affect of any
proposal om that policy. The Council, as a reginal plenning body, is
responsible by law to study this proposal as it affects the general plan
of the National Capital regim as well as to confer and report on the
result such a proposal may have on the local planning policy of the
affected member Jwisdiction or juriadictions.

The Regianal Council is now well aleng in developirg the general
plan far the regicn that it 1s charged by law in adopting. Past planning
policy in the regicn has establis the following planning considexratims
relative to this proposal which have here-te-fore been generally adhered to.

1, use polic -"Ar‘trough of mdimto low density an both sides
of the Potomac River above the proposed Little Falls water intabe.

2. Zoping polioy - existing and proposed zoning supporting the above-
mentioned lard use policy = =~ . o § .

3. WUater Bupply and sowage treatmsnt %% = The Council through
the gppointment of the Joint Committes on FWater Supply amil Sewage.

Disposal® has gone cn record of favoring a comprehensive study of
the reglan's water and sewer plans dependent upon the Potomac River
for suply, thus requiring enumeration of land use policy to protect

the river and its tributaries from pollution by discharge of sewage
affluant above the water supply intake. '

4o Potomac River protection poliey = The Council has supported the
policies of the Interstgte Commission on the Potomac River Hasin

and other agencies in doing everything possible to minimize the
pollution of the river and to attain water quality standarde allowing
maximus use of the river for recreational activities,
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5. The comprehensive planning approach - The Councdl has adopted
& wark program recommending a methodical approach to developing a
general plan for the region based on sound planning concepts. This
woans devaloping sound projections relating to population, sconcwic
base, lard use and zoning to provide for an crderly growth of each
part of the region with emphasis on a capital improvements b g
providing for the provision of needed public facilities in

with the growth and economis base of the regim,. '

1f the Council is to function as a planning body as set furth In
Pullic law 592 it must deterumine if the above policies ere to be follewed
and review proposals such as the CIA location in relation to thew. -

Plsnning Consideration - Langley ngosal‘

As | have presented a detailed repart to you on this subject on
April 1, 1955, I will brisf the: considerations discussed there. 4 copy
of that report is attached as an appendix for detailed review. ‘

Existing conditions

Land use and goning -~ (refer to regional lamd use map) Existing lamd
use and goning practices have adhered to the general planning considera-
tims discussed in this report. The area varies fron medium to low
density with virtually no multifamily or coamercisl zones, “
Utilities - (refer to reglonal water and sewer map) Because of the
mediun to low density development tlere is minimum water and sewer
service 1n the area. The Pimmit Run treatment plant will be uder
construction probably before the year is out with a capacity of 7500
pergens. This is the first atage of an ultimate 15,000 to 20,000
capacity plamt. Much of the area is serviced by septic tank and wells.
Falls Church provides water service in the grea. ‘ o

Highway gnd transit - None of the major limited access fucilitdes (such
as George Washirngton Memorlal Parkway, Fairfax No. 1 outer belt and Cabin
John Bridge) are now in existence. Roubes 123, 193, and 309 which are
narrow and winding now serve the area. Chain Bridge, which is now at
practical capacity because of limited appromch facilities, serves the
area from the District of Columbia side. There are no transit facilities
NOWe

Potomac River protectian - The existing low density with a minimum of
treatment facilities presents no pollution difficulties.
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The CIA installation can be ssrved by water froa Falls Church.
Presert supply comes from the District throwgh Arlington County meins.
Falls Church has constructed and paid for sn independent mein, now
under construction, froan the Corps of Engineers at ths Little Falls
station. It is probable thst water expansion can keep pace provided
the necessary funds are forthcoming.

Potomac River motection -~ The accsleration of growth in the tributary
area would require closer cantrol of sewage treatment policies relating
to new and existing plants particularly above the Little Falls intake.
Any materlal change in land use policy would reflect additiongl care in
protecting the river for wmater supply and recreation.

bridce transit -~ A more cosplete discussion of this
phase will be presentad in n relation to the recommendation set forth in
the comsultants® report. Exdsting highway proposals can adequately
serve this area. However, from the standpoiht of time and cost, it is
evident that most of the long-range projects set for stage coapletion
ard related to present financing practices would have to be provided
immediately to serve the proposed installation. This would incluile
sush projects as Virginia Roube 123, Georgs Washington Yemcrial Parkway,
Cabin John Bridge, Chain Bridge, Glebe Road arnd possibly others,

Transit will bo non-existant wntil M. ghway facilities are
prOVideo

Schools, Parks - It has been estimated that 5 mew elementery schools
ard ane high school would be required wder existing standards related
to population growth. lour times the present park area would be needed
under the requirements of the park standards as related to population
growth.

Costs ~ This matter will be discussed further relating to the consult-~
ants' report., A4s a planning sonsiderastion it 1s important beceuse any
acceleration of the fingneing program will temd to reflect on the
comprehensive planning approach., Planning is best justified by providing
an orderly growth tallored to the ability of the jwisdictian to provide
needed public facilities. In such a proposal as this it is imperative
to set forth the allocation of ccstas, Federal, State, and county, to see
how they are fitted to the ability of each to pay their share, 1f o
jurisdictim has to pay more than their shsre, then improvementa in '
other sectora of the region can be affected. For example, the Virginia
highway department allocates funds on the pay-as-you-go basis with
_only so much for all the mwojects in the Northern Virginia srea.
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Fairfax planning viewpoint ~ affect on Langley ares

The following discussion xepresenis conferences with the Fairfax
County planning staff, material from the report submiited by nine members
of the Fairfax Planning Commission and other county representatives in
support of the lengley proposal., The Cownty Beard has on tiree separate
occasions (ay 4, 16 and 18) endorced the location of the CIA in the
county. Two of those motlons referred to the langley zite.

Land use and soning - The Fairfax Planning staff in sup of the
actien taken by their planning commission (8eo appendix) emphasizes

that in their juigment the land uwse ard soning policies developing

a sound, planned growth of the Langley area can bs maintained. Thay
emphaslize that the consultants! iaster Flan 38 in the process of being
reviewed as to its land use recomendations on & county-wide basis,
They state that exlsting growth patterns in the Langley area could
Justify changes in their recoameniastion whether CIA comes in or not.

The report of the nine members of the Planning Commission (see appendix)
supporta the staff positiom. This report indicates tmt the Master Plan
once approved can be maintained. This report emphasises the stand taken
by the new county supervisor representing the Langley ares in support of
mintaining the existing character throwgh proper zoning, This growp
believes that most of the CIA employees will remain in their present
communitiee and not move closer to the site.

Sewer and water - The plarning stalf emphasizes that most of the area
in the vicinity of Langley is now in the area for which sewer and water
will bes provided. The staff states thet the new Pimmit Run plant will
be in before the installation, and can be expanded at minimum cost.

The staff further states that the new policy of the State Water Control
Board should adequately protact the water supply from stream pollution.

The report of the Planning Commission mambers atates that ths county
can sgsure the CIA adequate sewage facilitles within a two-year period
from the proceeds of a 20 million dollar sewer bord issue., They also
reiterate that the new Falls Church main will provide sdequate water
service to the site,

Highways - The staff stated that the Virginia Department of Highways
hgs agreed to construct concurrently with the George Washington
ilemorial Parkway, Route 123 froa Langley corner (Jjunctian of Route 193)
to a connection with the Parkway below the site. Both the staff and
the members of the Planning Commission state thet with the Parkway and
the lmprovement to Route 123, the site can be served. They mention thet
with the possibility of the outer belt gualifying for 90% Federal aid
that facility with the Cabin John Bridge can be expected much sooner.
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Analysis - Congultgnte® report

The Consultants' report aleng with the proposal to locate the
CIA headquarters building at Langley, Virginia was referred to the
Council on November 8, 1955. The Council members received copies of
this repart fo* their study. The Exscutive Commitise directed the
staff to analyze this report for tolay's meeting with reference only
to the langley recommendation.

General

After careful reading of this report relsting to the lLangley
proposal, ‘I can state that from a planning standpoint concwrence can
be stated on two points. lirst, we all apgree that any public buildung
should have the attractive sultable site the consultants' visualize at
langley. Secondly, we are all keenly interested in seeing the George
Washington Memorlal Parkway, Cabin John Bridge and the outer belt
constructed as soon as possible. These facilities have been energeticelly
supported by the Council, However, to a planning body those facilitiss
fit into the reslm of moject planning and must be viewed in the over-gll
perspective of their relationship to the whole planning picture.

The remaining data in the report portaining to Langley can be
readonably subjected to further analysis to dewslop its relationship
to the Councll's planning policies. After careful study there were a
nunber of points which were not clearly stated and wore difficult to
follow in analyszing their relation to the proposal. The CIA was
contacted for clarification, and where the data was not classified,
additional facts were given. Thelr cooperation was appreciated.

The following discussiocn relates to those points in the repart
requiring further analysis. '

Criterig

‘ The criteria stated in this report represents a seriocus deviaticn
fron the policy of the Council. It was stated earlier in this report
tiat the Council ami the Planning Commission created a Joint Committee
to work with the CIA in studying alternate sites. The CIlA, by letter
on April 4, 1955, had indicated that, because of deweloping problems
in the Langley area, they were not going to ask for funds for the
George Washington Memorial Parkway withowt which lLangley would not be
feasible, The Jjoint staff commitiee collaborated with representatives
from the CIA in drawing up acceptable criteria from both the planning
and ‘agency viewpoint. Using that oriteria the 27 sites shown on Map 1
in the consultanta report, except Lengley which was not considered because
it did not meet the established criteria, were analysed with 6 meeting
the criteria. The Councll as well as the Commissicn adopted this committee
report with criteria on May 2, 1955, The criteria adopted in that repert
was not the criteria listed on page 5 of the consultants' report nor was
the criteria listed on that page used by the staff committee in ralation
to the 27 sites shown on Map 1 in the report. The Joint Committee and

H tants?! criteria are as follows.
onaul *Approved Bl e 3% 8T . CIA-RDP78-04718A002700050009-0
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Jdoimbk Commdttee Criteris

i P

2,

3.

4o

5o
6.

L,

2,

i

Factors Jandalory

Time and distance to key points 10 umiles ani 20 minutes
(oflicial) to Zero Hlestone

Area (suitable topography) 50 acres with 100% usability
Accessibility

a, Access roads snd highways To hamdle 3000 passanger
cars per howr.
bo Puulic transportation Avallublas potential

Utilities: Sewer, water, power Available to site boundary

Avallabllity of site 2 years
Compatability with existing and Recoanerdations of sub=-

proposed lard use and copre- comaittes of NCPC and
hensive plan Planning Uoards

The cerdral city weriteria 1s as followss

Time and distance to key points 20 ninutes to Zere
{official ) Mlestone
Area {suitable topography) 12 acres (far 7-story

bldg. height adjuwsted for
site area}.

Accessibility

a. Acesss Irwule and highways To handls approx. 1800
passsnger cars per hx,

bo Public transportation Existing ard adequate
Utilities: Sewer, waler, power Existing ard sdequuts
Awvailability of site 2 yenrs

Competability with existing and

proposed land use and compre- Heeenmerdations of
hensive plan subco anlttee of NCPC

Lesirs ble

7 miles
15 minutes

70100 acres

5000 psr hr.
ard/er 2 hwys.

wxdisting in-’%"’
sufficient gi:u_sa

Imnredia ‘c.aly

10 minutes

24 acres

To handle 3000
cars par hr,

Immedistely
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87 _Report

1. It was determined that the new headquarters of the Agency
should be within a radius of ten miles and within 20 minutes
by automobile from the Zero filestome in the City of
Vashingtm.

20 It was determined thot the size of the bullding and the
number of automnobdles to be parked in its inmedigte vicinidy
wouldd require an area of not lass than 100 acres.

3o It was deteruined that 2,300,000 aqe ft. of building floor
space will be required and that it will be necessary to
provide gpace to park approximately 4,000 autoncbiles and
sdequate means for ingress and egreses for automotive traffic.

4o It was stressed that the site should lend iteelf to ease in
carsying out the security mesasuwres that are imperative.

50 It was emphasized tint the new Hesdguarters should have ezse
of coumunication by roed Vo the white House, to the Pentagm,
erd to the offices of the Depamtmemt of Stabe.

" AB you &an 8ee the oriteria in the Consulbants® report liets mainly
that of the agency with no mention of the plaaning criterls. If the
consultants? criteria were to be used in analysing the sites reviewsd by
the comuvittee there could caceivably be other sites not reviewed in this
report which could meet that criteria. This ¥alates to the discussion an
page & relating to considsration of several sites,

jccess to §m‘ |

This ssction of the report requires spreful anslysis from the
planning viewpoirt., The report is rather wvagwe and inconcluslve in
discussing the needed highway and bridge facilities particulerly as to
timing, respmsibilmy ard dost. A% one point the weport refers to the
fact that Chain Bridge must be widensd o six lanee ag well as immsdiate
improvement of Canal Road and Weaver Flace, then further ssems to
contradict this by saying that the Parkway will carry the bulk of the
trafflic via Key, Memorial and Constitution bridgesu The report reoon-
menda improvement of Route 123 to siX lanes in the same stretch that the
Virginia Hizhway Departasnt indicates ib will widen only to four lanea.
The report discusees an additional southbound drive to the parkasy from
the site to Chain Bridge whem, because of topographic conditions, no
connection can be msde, It is assumd it the report meant to stop
the southbound drive at the intersectia: of the parkway with Houte 123
{refer to highway map). The diagrams presented in the report repre~-
senting vehicular agTess preaent & sound analysis a8 far as they go,
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however they do not irdicate what happens at the convergence of the
parkway and Route 123 nor the camplications of the traffic assigned
to Chain Iridge. Uenerally, the report i fers that traffic will be
best handled when the swber loop, Cabin John Sridge, and the Parkway
on both sides of the river have been coupleted.

Further discussion of some of these points are necessary in
attempting, with available data, to anglyse the arigin and destingtl o
of the assiyned traffic in relation to reasorable desires., The further
analysis of the traffic picture required cantacting the District Highway
Uepartment , the Bureau of Public Hoads and repressntatives in lairifax
to get sdditional information. CIA was requested, and firnished the
following additional data relatlve to traffic essignmerk.

Approved For Release 2001/08/31 : CIA-RDP78-04718A002700050009-0



Approved For Release 2001/08/31 : CIA-RDP78-04718A002700050009-0

FERSORNET, RESTUFNGE

Lg

Jontgosery Co., .

12&‘ Huiu-, (D-c.)

21‘-%% N.hl. (b.c.)
5% N.E., (0.C.)

Th
3%
0l

7%
1%

Iy

10%

An
™R

Prince Gearges Co,, d.
Baltimere, K.
Anne Arundel Co., M.

S.Ec’ (bQCC)
S.ﬁ.’ (D‘cl)

Alexandris
Prince William Co.

Arlington Co.

Al‘lil’[,‘tm Co.
rairfax Co.
Lowdoun Cos

980
200

1476

FROBABLE HOUTE

Chain Bridge and Houte 123

Key, New Constitution Ave., or
dsmorial Bridge and wWashington
Memorial Parkway

Highway or Memorlal Eridge and
George Washington Parkway

Gecrge Washington iemorial Parkwsy

Glebs Road and Oeorge Weshington
Parkway

dclean and Routs 123 .
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This date is a straight percentage projection of employees to
cars based on where they live wp io a total of 4000, which is the number
to be parked on the site., Traffic assignments anly include CIA people
as increased traffic due te private dewlopment is not incluled,
Conference with the Listrict hichway Department <determired that this dats
was not sufflecient to cerry out the reguired origin ard destinatlon sasign-
ments wpon which they could reasonably wake g recoseendation for the Chain
Bridge, Canal Road and Weaver Place luprove mants., A further lreskdown was
requestad fron the agency in arder Lo lomte employses by wones and cube
zones to determine assignments, This information, which has alwayr hesn
slassified, eould not be given.

Chain Bridase
The agency traffic dabta was charted {(see dimgran’ Lylis s

assignmerd: by the consultants, The bleck srrows indicate t.he damm ihowl.
The assignmnt indicates 940 cars far Clnin fridge (11% Aontiowry Cos =
123% of the 7% in N. U, waahnmm), and 400 or (lsbe Read bringing 1340
cara to the Houte 123%-(lebv Read inbersscti-n in additdirn Lo the approxi-
wabely 300 cars woving in that direcbion new. The reverse flow in the peak
hour mowves 1600 cars at the pressnt time. Recent highwsy stwliss indleste
thate Chain Bridge is beyond its practical capacity at the present tims
becauwss of the restrlcted approaches. Anglysis irdicates thet in the
morning it is possible with soe cangestion to move the sssigned treflic
acrass t_he byidge to Roube 123, thonce to the site, However, the awvening
wovenert i quite ansbher matter. in the meening movement will be by
m,;ht turns abt bobh wepaver Place and Route 133, "'h@ L00 cars on Glebe
liced W1l 8%il: hove Lo make a left turn in front of the moving rveverse
fiow, In ths evening the traffic back acrose the bridge will be making

loft twne with the keavier Glebe Road traffic outbouwxd as well as &

leit turn at Weaver Place across the oubbowx peak on Canal Road. Thiwm
Chain Bridge problem is consitlered in sowe debail beocause furthar analysis,
if data were zvailable, could conceivably cub into the 980 cars |L4td of
tie F7% of N. W, Wae,m%tnn ~ rgier to map) assigoed by the couss bt

to Key, Constitubion and demorial bridges, thence back up the parkeaye
This braffic would to o depree, if it were lnown where all of it orijingicd,
be takon dowmbown on existing congesbed sriteries ab lesst wmbtil the parbweay
wera completed on the Maryland-District side..

Conte
Since the repert mkes no statement a8 %o the cost of the needed
facilities, a Sebulation is included indiombing cost date prepared by

Federal snd Sbate sgencies emphasizing the nesd for knowirg the biming
of ths various gro;m:to as #ell as who wWll pay for them.
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Virginia Feute 123 - four-lans
Langley corner to Parkway 350,000
- {Vir iris Departaent of Iy hways
say they will do thig 1f Parkwey

is bullt)
Yirginis Houte 123 ~ four-lano
Farkway to Chain Bridge 750,000

{(No commitumert Consul.tants report
does not provide for it)

Virgivia Ferkway = Spout Hun to site 8,500,000
{{onay to be mde avallsble if
nite is cheaen)

District of Columbla Chain Bridge ~ four--ianes 1,350,000
(o commitment -~ A-Xane btridge-
not congidered eon existling
Supersiructure

District of Columbia Canal Road to Weaver Flace -
Weaver Plase to Mac Arthw Hlwd. 900,000
{no conmitment )

Cost data was ndh avallable for the Parkway nerth to Cabin John,
nor for the fabin John Bridge. If the bDridge were to be a part of this
project the suter-loop would be needed in Virginia at least to its
Jonction with Route 7 approximtely 5 miles west.

There is no menbion of transit needs to serwe the Langley sits
in the repori. ‘

Impact of Pronosal on Fairfax Cowdy

The report indicates that it will be necessary ifor wvery few of
the pgency saployeos %o relocate as 68% of them will enter the properiy
via the paricvay. This is based on the assi nments previously discussed.
Convenience of sccess to the site will bs a bilg factor in determining
how mny of vheir peovle will move. The lmpact the report refers to
only inclides the CIA employees and does not include those broyht into
the area &8 a result of the Jocating of the facility there.

The report indicates that there will be no detrimental affects
relsting to Land use and zoning as the authorities will meintelin anc
uphold the zoning ascheme, Pertiremt discusslon of these factors was
reported eariier in the report.. S
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Water Suprly end sewags

The report indicates th.t water and sever facilities ars
' guaranteed to the sits by Falls Church and Fairfax County. Again
there is no reference Yo needs required by private development as
a result of the installation, The District Ingineer, U. 5. Corps
of Engireers, vhen contacted for their viewe in this mthter stated
that he wes informed "that the ajency had assurances froa Fairfax
County of ficials that its semage effluent would be discharged into
simmit Run and that the Fairfax Courty officials in twn had assurances
fron ths Virginia vater Cortrol Beard of necaasury cloarances froa that
azencye. where it is balieved that @ significant amount of résidential
and co.mercial development will grow up arourd a new installotdon, ve
consider it necessary that precautions be takem with respect to this
zype of developmext squal to those taken with reopect to the installaticno®

In genersl the roport seems to conclule that there will be som®
incenvenience encourierad it whon the improvemsnts go in, muvet o
'which have beon planned for a nuEbsr of years herce, the site will de
resdily sccessabla and a distinct asset to tihe coarnlibys

Reports _fron megber Jjwdsdiationg

The Chsirman sent a Jetter to each of the wember plsnring bodie s
requesting their ccaments as to thw affsct of the proposal e thadr
Jurisdiction. ie tlmse repiles will bs abteched &8 appendices, 1 wall
prasent only a shart suzmry of the gonwral rsactioe. '

Falrfex Coupby ~ A letter from the Planning Directar etating that the
Planping Ceazitzion Ly majorfity cete hed approved the Langley slte.
A Teport was alse recived, signed by nine meEhers of the Falrfax
Planning Comtssion. Tids Teport was discuwsed in the body of the
raport. .

Falls Chwreh - The Planning Coswlssion did not meet helore the
mreting and vherefare took no astion. The City Conneil reiterated
the city's ebility to furnish weter to tus Lengley site aml enclozed
& resolution approving the site. . ,

- Plonning Comgipeion = The Chairmen of the Comuis aion
statoes “thet fron tho poimt of view of this jurisdictiin, hhe Langloy
site is not suitable."” This is bassd on the number of M ghmay
focilities neacsd withouwt asswances ol their conatructiion as well op
the foeling thst ths facility would bring absw change of general
charaster seriouply affecting mpasures to probect 4he Potozae River.

Usner. Mqnboo pel
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foryland=tiatisnal Cepibel Parl and Plannin, Coagesion « liw Graixwan
of the Cosuission states thet "afier reviewing the consultunts repars,
it is the considersd cpinion cf this connission th.t the reasoning
leadin, to their faverin, the Langlsy site is faulty amd incomplete.”
The letter further emphesizes timt in view of the great nuuber of
improvemrents needed at Langley, it cannol te capclusively proved that
the Greenbelt site in .farylard can be eliminated. The letter ststes
that the Gouncil should yive careful scrutiny to the Langlsy site and
if it is ultimstely reconmended, funds should be inclwded for the
extension of the perkway srd the Cabin John Dridge.

Leudoup Gounty Plenning Coomission - The Chairmp stated that there
a5 neiither & Commission or Ucard of Supervisors meeting scheduled

during the time given to study this matter and that no official acticn
was taken. He went on to tay that it was the opinion of the kxecutlvs
Conmittee thaut Loudoun would not be affscted too much shovld tie agendy

go to Langloy because of the distanse factar.

Alezmrdria Planning Compission and Councdl - A latior fron ths Lity
Yenager took eiception to the consuitants? report in recenmeading
Lengley over the dinkler tract, Ths letter snalyzes vach gaction of
the report i dicatin; that Winkler hest wmeets the criterls.

Azingten County Boavd of Supervisors and Planning Depactwent, = The
Clark to the Bvard of Superviscrs atates thatl the Couddy Beard, aiter
lengthy discusrion, erdoracd the CIA site ab Iangley by & four-to-cne
vebao A Tepert of the Flanning Departasnt was provided. This repsrd
stated that saver and waber fpcilitiss did not presant any weablom te
tte County. A¢ e trafiie, the repwt irdicates fimt “certain serious
ccngeotion wili oceur 1f State and Federal highway improvementa ere not
tizad exaetly with constructian.” The repcrt enphmsised that theze
foprovenents would requize © lanes m the parkway fros Chein Lridge,
widening ef Globw Rewtl frou lee Eighway to Chein Iridge, and the
widening of Hewbe 123 3¢ 6 lanes fiom Chain brddge te the site, 1be
repard stebes that if this is not done nelzhberhood damags eduld cccwr by
“ahordecuts? cver residential streebs, The report zlsc states that

if present sening is wairiained there will te no izpact o thy Ceunty
freon the agsne’. ,
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